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us how a real triangle ought to be conceived, in the way in which
geometricians consider it, because the true triangle is contained in
this figure, just as the statue of Mercury is contained in a rough
block of wood. But because we already possess within us the idea of
a true triangle, and it can be more easily conceived by our mind than
the more complex figure of the triangle drawn on paper, we, there-
fore, when we see that composite figure, apprehend not it itself, but
rather the authentic triangle. This is exactly the same as when we
look at a piece of paper on which little strokes have been drawn
with ink to represent a man's face; for the idea produced in us in
this way is not so much that of the lines of the sketch as of the
man. But this could not have happened unless the human face had
been known to us by other means,, and we had been more accustomed
to think of it than of those minute lines, which indeed we often fail
to distinguish from each other when they are moved to a slightly
greater distance away from us. So certainly we should not be able
to recognize the Geometrical triangle by looking at that which is
drawn on paper, unless our mind possessed an idea of it derived
from other sources.

2. Here I do not see to what class of reality you wish to assign
existence, nor do I see why it may not be said to be a property as
well as omnipotence, taking the word property as equivalent to any
attribute or anything which can be predicated of a thing, as in the
present case it should be by all means regarded. Nay, necessary
existence in the case of God is also a true property in the strictest
sense of the word, because it belongs to Him and forms part of His
essence alone. Hence the existence of a triangle cannot be com-
pared with the existence of God, because existence manifestly has
a different relation to essence in the case of God and in the case of
a triangle.

Nor is it more a begging of the question *, to enumerate existence
among the things belonging to the essence of God, than to reckon the
equality of the three angles of a triangle to two right angles among
the properties of the triangle.

Nor is it true that essence and existence can be thought, the one
apart from the other in God*, as in a triangle, because God is His
existence, while a triangle is not its own existence. I do not,
nevertheless, deny that existence is a possible perfection in the idea
of a triangle, as it is a necessary one in the idea of God; for this
fact makes the idea of the triangle one of higher rank than the

1 Cf. above, p. 186, par. 4.                         2 Cf. above, p. 186, par. 5.